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Sir: 

REPLY TO EXAMINER'S ANSWER 
1. Whether claims 1-20 are anticipated under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by 
Simon et al., U.S. Patent Number 6,065,008. 

The Examiner argues that the font file 50 of Simon is a printer metrics file 
and, since the font file 50 is opened and read, Simon discloses opening and 
reading a printer metrics file. In support of the notion that the font file 50 is a 
printer metrics file, the Examiner notes that the font file 50 contains font 
metrics. 
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However, a font file contains much more than just font metrics. A font 
file contains all of the information about the font for using and displaying the 
font. 

Conversely, a printer metrics file contains very little information about the 
font. Printer metrics files do not have enough information to use and display the 
font. Printer metrics files do not contain glyphs or outlines of the characters of 
the font. 

Since the font file 50 and font subset file 64 disclosed in Simon each 
contain glyph data, they cannot be printer metrics files. Since the font file 50 
and font subset file 64 cannot be printer metrics files and the other files 
disclosed by Simon are printer metrics files, Simon does not disclose either 
opening or reading a printer metrics file. 

The Examiner further argues that Simon discloses reading font metrics 
from the font file and creating an operating system font from the font metrics. 

Simon is very specific about what is read from the font file or font subset 
file. Simon discloses reading only the digitally signed root from the signature 
field, the data glyphs from the content field, and the authentication values from 
the authentication field of the font file or font subset file. 

As described in Appellants' specification, a set of font metrics typically 
includes a selection string, character set, point size, scalability, width, and 
height of printer font and whether printer font is bolded, italicized, or both. A 
selection string is a string used to select the printer font from those printer fonts 
residing in a printer. 

Neither the digitally signed root, the data glyphs, nor the authentication 
values are a set of font metrics. Nor do the digitally signed root, the data 
glyphs, or the authentication values contain the same information as a set of 
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font metrics. Therefore, the digitally signed root, the data glyphs, and the 
authentication values should not be construed as font metrics. 

Since the digitally signed root, the data glyphs, and the authentication 
values should not be construed as font metrics and Simon discloses reading 
nothing else from the font files or font subset files, Simon does not disclose 
reading a set of font metrics. Furthermore, since Simon does not disclose 
reading a set of font metrics, Simon also does not disclose creating an operating 
system font from font metrics. 

The Examiner additionally argues that Simon discloses applying font 
metrics to a font template and saving them as a font. It appears that the 
Examiner is suggesting that either the authentication tree or the glyph outline 
should be construed as a font template (page 8 of the Examiners Answer). 

As described in Appellants 1 specification, a font template is a file that 
includes all of the information necessary to create an operating system font, 
except for the information contained in a set of font metrics. Simon does not 
disclose that either the authentication tree or the glyph outline contains all of the 
information necessary to create an operating system font, except for the 
information contained in a set of font metrics. 

Simon describes the authentication tree as a structure used to 
authenticate the source of the font file. Simon describes a glyph as an exact 
shape or outline of a character form. This information combined with a font 
metric is not enough to create a font. 

Since neither an authentication tree nor a glyph combined with a font 
metric is enough to create a font, neither an authentication tree nor a glyph is a 
font template as claimed in Appellants' claims 3, 10, and 16. 
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CONCLUSION 

It is clear beyond dispute that the references do not anticipate Appellants' 
invention under long established criteria for applying section 102. The total 
thrust of the rejections being appealed is an attempt to meet the claims under 
section 102(e) with a reference that fails to contain, literally or inherently, either 
a disclosure of the inventive concept or the specific limitations contained in 
claims 1-20. 



Overruling of the Examiner's rejections of claims 1-20 is respectfully 
requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Charles J. Gadzik, 
E. Lee Klosterman, 
Shane Konsella, and 
Kwesi E. Abraham 
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